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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-24, 51-73, 100-1 17, 136 and 138 are subject to examination. Claims 25-50, 74- 
99, 1 18-135, 137 and 139 are cancelled. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Upon further consideration of the claimed subject matter, the finality of the previous 
office action dated 1/9/2006 is withdrawn and below rejection is applied. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 100-1 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to a non-statutory subject matter. The claims 100-1 1 7 claim a carrier medium that does 
not fall into any of the statutory categories. As per the specification the carrier medium is signal, 
etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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4. Claims 1-24, 51-73 and 100-1 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The specification fails to define 
"appears". 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-24, 51-73 and 100-1 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1-24, 51-73 and 100-1 17 recite the limitations, "appears". These limitations are 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter in the claim. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Please refer to the office actions dated 1/9/2006 and 4/1 1/2006. 

Double Patenting 

7. Claims 1-24, 51-73, 100-117, 136 and 138 are rejected under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-45 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,868,447, as per office action dated 1/9/2006. 
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Application/Control Number: 09/693,672 
Art Unit: 2154 



Page 4 



8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claim 138 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Tuatini, as per 
office action dated 7/1 1/2005. 

10. Claims 1, 51, 100, 136 and 138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by 7, 1 30,895, Zintel (Hereinafter Zintel-Microsoft). 

1 1 . Referring to claim 1, Zintel-Microsoft discloses a method for bridging a first computing 
environment based upon a message passing model to a second computing environment (e.g., col., 
5), comprising: a first entity in the first computing environment accessing a proxy service 
through messages in a data representation language (e.g., col., 6); the proxy service providing to 
the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing environment (e.g., col., 8), 
wherein the proxy service appears to the first entity as the second entity (e.g., col., 8); and the 
first entity accessing the second entity in the second computing environment through the 
interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 9). 

1 2. Referring to claim 5 1 , Zintel-Microsoft discloses a distributed computing system, a 
method for bridging a first computing environment based upon a message passing model to a 
second computing environment (e.g., col., 5), comprising: a first entity in the first computing 
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environment accessing a proxy service through messages in a data representation language (e.g., 
col., 6); the proxy service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second 
computing environment (e.g., col., 8), wherein the proxy service appears to the first entity as the 
second entity (e.g., col., 8); and the first entity accessing the second entity in the second 
computing environment through the interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 9). 

13. Referring to claim 1 00, Zintel-Microsoft discloses a carrier medium comprising program 
instructions, wherein the program instructions are computer-executable to implement (e.g., coL, 
5): a first entity in the first computing environment accessing a proxy service through messages 
in a data representation language (e.g., col., 6); the proxy service providing to the first entity an 
interface to a second entity in the second computing environment (e.g., coL, 8), wherein the 
proxy service appears to the first entity as the second entity; and the first entity accessing the 
second entity in the second computing environment through the interface provided by the proxy 
service (e.g., col., 9). 

14. Referring to claim 136, Zintel-Microsoft discloses a method for bridging a first 
computing environment based upon a message passing model to a second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 5), comprising: a first entity in the first computing environment 
accessing a proxy service through messages in a data representation language (e.g., col., 6); the 
proxy service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 8); the first entity accessing the second entity in the second computing 
environment through the interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 8); wherein the proxy 
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service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing 
environment comprises providing an advertisement for the second entity, wherein the 
advertisement for the second entity includes access information for accessing the second entity in 
the second environment from the first environment (e.g., col., 9); and wherein the advertisement 
includes information describing one or more computer programming language method calls to 
methods in the computer programming language provided by the second entity (e.g., col., 13), 
the method further comprising constructing on the first entity a client method gate configured to 
provide an interface to the second entity by generating data representation language messages 
including information representing the method calls (e.g., col., 13). 

15. Referring to claim 138, Zintel-Microsoft discloses a method for bridging a first 
computing environment based upon a message passing model to a second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 5), comprising: a first entity in the first computing environment 
accessing a proxy service through messages in a data representation language (e.g., col., 6); the 
proxy service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 8), wherein said providing an interface comprises sending to the first 
entity a schema defining one or more messages in the data representation language for accessing 
the second entity (e.g., col., 9); and the first entity accessing the second entity in the second 
computing environment through the interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 13). 

16. Claims 1, 51, 100, 136 and 138 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by 6,842,906, Bowman- Amuah (Hereinafter Bowman-Amuah-Accenture). 
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1 7. Referring to claim 1 , Zintel-Microsoft discloses a method for bridging a first computing 
environment based upon a message passing model to a second computing environment (e.g., col., 
32), comprising: a first entity in the first computing environment accessing a proxy service 
through messages in a data representation language (e.g., col., 43); the proxy service providing to 
the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing environment (e.g., coL, 
51), wherein the proxy service appears to the first entity as the second entity (e.g., coL, 51); and 
the first entity accessing the second entity in the second computing environment through the 
interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 56). 

1 8. Referring to claim 5 1 , Zintel-Microsoft discloses a distributed computing system, a 
method for bridging a first computing environment based upon a message passing model to a 
second computing environment (e.g., col., 32), comprising; a first entity in the first computing 
environment accessing a proxy service through messages in a data representation language (e.g., 
col., 43); the proxy service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the 
second computing environment (e.g., col, 51), wherein the proxy service appears to the first 
entity as the second entity (e.g., col., 51); and the first entity accessing the second entity in the 
second computing environment through the interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 
56). 



19. Referring to claim 100, Zintel-Microsoft discloses a carrier medium comprising program 
instructions, wherein the program instructions are computer-executable to implement (e.g., col., 
32): a first entity in the first compufing environment accessing a proxy service through messages 
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in a data representation language (e.g., col., 43); the proxy service providing to the first entity an 
interface to a second entity in the second computing environment (e.g., col., 51), wherein the 
proxy service appears to the first entity as the second entity; and the first entity accessing the 
second entity in the second computing environment through the interface provided by the proxy 
service (e.g., col., 56). 

20. Referring to claim 1 36, Zintel-Microsoft discloses a method for bridging a first 
computing environment based upon a message passing model to a second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 32), comprising: a first entity in the first computing environment 
accessing a proxy service through messages in a data representation language (e.g., col., 43); the 
proxy service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 51); the first entity accessing the second entity in the second computing 
environment through the interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 51); wherein the 
proxy service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing 
environment comprises providing an advertisement for the second entity, wherein the 
advertisement for the second entity includes access information for accessing the second entity in 
the second environment from the first environment (e.g., col., 56); and wherein the advertisement 
includes information describing one or more computer programming language method calls to 
methods in the computer programming language provided by the second entity (e.g., col., 69), 
the method further comprising constructing on the first entity a client method gate configured to 
provide an interface to the second entity by generating data representation language messages 
including information representing the method calls (e.g., col., 69). 
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21 . Referring to claim 138, Zintel-Microsoft discloses a method for bridging a first 
computing environment based upon a message passing model to a second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 32), comprising: a first entity in the first computing environment 
accessing a proxy service through messages in a data representation language (e.g., col., 43); the 
proxy service providing to the first entity an interface to a second entity in the second computing 
environment (e.g., col., 51), wherein said providing an interface comprises sending to the first 
entity a schema defining one or more messages in the data representation language for accessing 
the second entity (e.g., col., 56); and the first entity accessing the second entity in the second 
computing environment through the interface provided by the proxy service (e.g., col., 69). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

22. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

23. Claims 1-5, 19-21,23,24,51-55,68-70,72,73, 100-103, 113, 114, 116 and 117 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tuatini in view of Mead et. al. 
6,061 ,728 (Hereafter Mead), as per office action dated 7/1 1/2005. 

24. Claims 1 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tuatini in view 
of Cheng U.S. Publicafion 2001/0032273 (Hereinafter Cheng), Machin et al., U.S. Publication 
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2002/0032806 (Hereinafter Machin) and Beck et al., 6,604,140 (Hereinafter Beck), as per office 
action dated 7/11/2005. 

25. Claims 6, 7, 56, 104, 105, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tuatini, Mead and Cheng in view of Beck, as per office action dated 7/1 1/2005. 

26. Claims 12-18, 61-67, 110-112 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tuatini, Mead, Cheng and Beck in view of Machin, as per office action dated 7/1 1/2005. 

27. Claims 22, 71, 1 15, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tuatini view of applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA), page 2-6 of the specification, as per 
office action dated 7/1 1/2005. 

Conclusion 

Multiple references are used for the rejections to demonstrate that several references 
disclose the broadly claimed subject matter of the claims. 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers and/or paragraphs and/or 
sections and/or page numbers in the reference(s) as applied to the claims above for the 
convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings 
of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety, as potentially teaching, all or part of the 
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claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage, as taught by the prior art or disclosed by 
the Examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn, can be reached at (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




HARESH PATEL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

October 3, 2007 



